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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed September 1 1 , 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. Applicant first argues, "Boles does not disclose or suggest both capturing image data of 
an article and also reading electronic tag information from an electronic tag which is attached to 
the article, in response to the shutter operation." 

3. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's position. The claim language does 
not require what Applicant asserts it requires. The first limitation of Claim 1, for example, 
recites, "an image capture device which captures image data of an article in response to a shutter 
operation." The third limitation of Claim 1 recites, "an electronic tag reader which reads . . . 
when the image capture device captures the image data of the article in response to the shutter 
operation." The third limitation of Claim 1 does not require that the electronic tag read in 
response to the shutter operation. Rather, the third limitation of Claim 1 requires that the 
electronic tag reader read when the image capture device captures image data and that capturing 
of image data is in response to the shutter operation. Applicant has not traversed Boles 
disclosure of "an image capture device which captures image data of an article in response to a 
shutter operation." Therefore, even though Applicant amended the third limitation of Claim 1, 
the scope of Claim 1 has not changed. 
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4. Applicant subsequently argues that the portion of Lane et al. quoted by the Examiner 
"does not, in fact, disclose a 'writing device which determines whether or not writing information 
is permitted ..." 

5 . The Examiner respectfully notes that Applicant's above-argument with respect Lane et al. 
is merely a conclusion drawn by Applicant. Applicant has not provided any reasons why 
Applicant believes Lane et al. do not disclose what the Examiner asserts Lane et al. disclose. 

6. Finally, Applicant argues, "Hoshino et al does not disclose or suggest that an image 
capture device, a display device, an electronic tag reader, a determining device, and a tag writer 
are incorporated in a camera housing of a digital camera." 

7. Again, the Examiner respectfully notes that Applicant's above-argument with respect 
Hoshino et al. is merely a conclusion drawn by Applicant. Applicant has not provided any 
reasons why Applicant believes Hoshino et al. do not disclose what the Examiner asserts 
Hoshino et al. disclose. 

8. For all of the foregoing reasons, the Examiner will maintain the rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 1, 3 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boles 
(US 2005/0103840 Al) in view of Lane et al. (US 7,333,001 B2) in further view of Hoshino et 
al. (US 2003/0095032 Al). 

Claim 1 1 is a method claim that tracks Claim 1, an apparatus claim. For the sake of 
brevity, Claim 1 1 will be rejected using the language of Claim 1 . 

1 1 . For Claims 1 and 11, Boles discloses, as shown in figures 1 and 2 and as stated in 
paragraphs 34 - 37, 40, and 42, a digital camera (6, 1, 3, 2 and 1 1) comprising: 

an image capture device (SEM 1 1) which captures an image of an article (stone 12 or 
valuable V) in response to a shutter operation (Boles discloses that the image capture device is a 
scanning electron microscope 1 1 that captures images; see paragraph 34. Any device that 
captures images inherently comprises captures those images in response to some shutter 
operation, including mechanical shutter means and/or electronic shutter means); 

a display device (3) which displays the image of the article (stone 12 or valuable V) 
captured by the image capture device (see Boles, paragraph 34); 

an electronic tag reader (6) which reads, using a wireless transmission (reader/writer 6 is 
connected to the tag 7 via inductive coupling; see Boles paragraph 35), electronic tag 
information from an electronic tag (7), which is attached to the article (see Boles paragraph 42), 
when the image capture device captures the image of the article in response to a shutter operation 
(see Boles paragraph 42); and 

a writing device (6) which determines, when the image of the article is captured by the 
image capture device (11), which causes the electronic tag reader to read electronic tag 
information and writes the image of the article captured by the image capture device into the 
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electronic tag (See paragraphs 34 - 36. Boles states, "The resulting digitized images are output 
to an inductive writer 6 which is arranged to store the images in a memory 8 of a miniature RFID 
... tag 7."). 

However, Boles does not disclose wherein the writing device which determines whether 
or not writing information is permitted based on the electronic tag information read by the 
electronic tag reader, and which writes information into the electronic tag when it is determined 
that the writing of the image is permitted. 

On the other hand, Lane et al. also disclose an apparatus for reading/writing from/to an 
electronic tag attached to an article. More specifically, Lane et al. show, in figure 1, a system 
comprising a computer (40), a database (12), an RFID tag (4), and an RFID reader (10). Lane et 
al. show, in figure 2, details of the RFID tag (4). Finally, in figures 3, 7, and 8, Lane et al. show 
granting reading/writing permission to the RRID reader (10) to read/write from/to the RFID tag 
(4). In this regard, Lane et al. specifically disclose, "The controller 4A may then access the 
security circuit 4F to authenticate the identity of the reader 10 and to determine if the reader 10 is 
authorized to request information from, or write information into, or otherwise direct the 
operation of the RFID tag 2" (see Lane et al., column 15, lines 40-44). Lane et al. reader (10) in 
combination with the controller (4A) satisfy the claimed "a writing device which determines 
whether or not writing [information] is permitted based on the electronic tag information read by 
the electronic tag reader, and which writes [information] into the electronic tag when it is 
determined that the writing of the image is permitted." In other words, Lane et al. provide the 
advantage that data regarding an article that the electronic tag is attached to is accurate. 
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Thus, the Examiner submits at the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have included a decision unit which determines 
whether a writing of data is permitted, and wherein the writing device writes the data into the 
electronic tag when the decision unit determines that a writing of the data is permitted, as taught 
by Lane et al, in the image pickup apparatus disclosed by Boles. 

However, Boles in view of Lane et al. still do not disclose wherein the image capture 
device, the display device, the electronic tag reader, the determining device, and the tag writer 
are incorporated in a camera housing of the digital camera. 

On the other hand, Hoshino et al. also disclose an apparatus for electronic tag 
management. More specifically, Hoshino et al. show, in figures 1 and 3, a digital camera 
incorporating all of its components, including an electronic tag system within a single compact 
housing. The main advantage of the digital camera and tag management system of Hoshino et al. 
is portability ("regardless of place"; see paragraph 0008). 

Therefore, the Examiner submits at the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated the contents of the digital 
camera of Boles into a single digital camera housing, as taught by Hoshino et at.. 
12. As for Claim 3, Lane et al. further teach, as shown in figures 7 and 8, a communication 
interface (20), wherein the writing device (10) transmit the electronic tag information read by the 
electronic tag reader to a server (22) via the communications interface (20) and writes 
[information] into the electronic tag if a write permission is received from the server (also see 
column 21, line 50 - column 22, line 5). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claim 10 is allowed. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Justin P Misleh whose telephone number is 571 .272.73 13. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on 571 .272.3022. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571.273.8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Justin P. Misleh/ 
Primary Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2622 
October 20, 2009 



